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to throw their beliefs to the winds- arid merge
with thoss who are striving at a social change
by violent methods. There' is no reason why
these people should be regarded as different

from those who openly advocate violent revelation
as the sole method of social transformation

But let no injustice be done to this section,
at least to those who very sincerely believe in
the possibility of a non-violent revolution. On'y
the question is whether it fo possible to believe
sincerely in the efficacy of non-violent revolution

consistently with the Marxian philosophy. For
one ought either to give up Marxian philosophy

and its interpretation of history or else throw
away tlhi& belief in non-violence as an article

of faith. For what is otherwise the difference
between reformism and non-violent revolutionism?

except that the latter uses bolder phraseology ?
Sincere belief in tfee method of non-violent

revolutionary   action means either  in&incere?
belief in Marxism or a conscious or unconscious

deception, both with oneself and with Ihe pwblic
at large. For what does non-violent revolution

imply ? When can such a revolution succeed ?
It means firstly, that there will be a change ot
heart aTOong the propertied classes which will